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logical function we face the very difficult question of how far any
group is homogeneous in its psychic tendencies, or how far it can
be assumed to be dominated by individuals of the one type or the
other. We shall probably find, though the question is no doubt
arguable, that some degree of characteristic uniformity in tendency
is often apparent among fairly homogeneous ethnic groups or
groups dominated by distinguishable cultural trends" (ibid.,
p. 157.) Reserving for subsequent consideration the "arguable"
question of race and culture, it may be pointed out here that neither
the Whites in America nor the Negroes in Liberia are homogeneous
ethnic groups, as defined by Mr. Pitt-Rivers himself.

The second important point urged by Mr. Pitt-Rivers is the
incompatibility of cultures of different races. He speaks of "the
impossibility of infusing a foreign culture upon people who are
not adapted to it" (ibid., p. 235); he refers to Liberia, the "most
Europeanized of African states," which, however, "developed along
lines of her own," and was only "handicapped" by the civilization
of her "white foster-parents," to which she "never had and never
could have become adapted" (ibid., p. 235). And the best advice
he gives to "our dark-skinned subjects" is that they may "learn
to value whatever is sound or beautiful in their own culture, in
which may be found the surest promise of their own racial achieve-
ment in place of blindly following the lead of people whose proffered
cultural gifts they can never truly make their own" (ibid., p. 241).
Among the categories of incompatible culture traits are "religious
proselytism, and introduced European systems of education or of
government" (p. 239), as well as clothing, food, and sex-relations.
With reference to clothing he says: "The evil consequences of the
adoption of European clothing by native races is generally ad-
mitted" (ibid., p. 58). The Reverend W. J. Durrand thought that
"of all the evil customs introduced by civilization, the wearing of
clothes is probably the greatest" (ibid., p. 58). Bishop Patterson
had said that "European clothes for natives" were "abhorrent" to
his mind (ibid., p. 59). As to why European clothing is an evil,
Mr. Pitt-Rivers says: "European clothes are the most effective
promoters of skin disease and of influenza,, colds, coughs, and the